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Sir: 



Responsive to the Office Action of June 28, 2006, applicants, by their 
undersigned attorney, hereby elect Group I (claims 1-6). 

As a species within Group 1 , applicants, by their undersigned attorney, elect 
Sym-N-(n-hexyl)-5-bromotriindole which is the product of Example 1 at pages 76 and 
77 of the substitute specification. Also see compound No. 5 in Table 1, [0137] of the 
substitute specification. The elected species is represented by formula 1, wherein 
and R 2 are hydrogen, R 3 is Br, R 4 is hydrogen and R 5 is n-hex. 

Claim 1 encompasses the elected species and claim 6 encompasses a process 
for producing the elected species. 

The requirement for election is respectfully traversed. As the examiner 
recognizes, the captioned application is a U.S. National Phase of a PCT application and 
as such, the rules pertaining to restriction in U.S. domestic applications do not apply 
and the test is that of "Unity of Invention" under PCT rules 3.1 and 3.2. It is respectfully 
submitted that the test for unity of invention is satisfied in that all of the claimed 
compounds and all compounds produced by the claimed processes share in common 
the following structural unit: 



The above structural unit I is "a single general inventive concept" present in all pending 
claims. As stated in MPEP§1 893.03(b) lack of Unity of Invention requires the examiner 
to explain "why there is no single general inventive concept." Thus, the test is whether 
or not there is a structural element common to all of the claimed compounds and 
products of the claimed methods and representing an inventive concept. Becuase 
there is a single general inventive concept, represented by the structure depicted 
above, it is respectfully submitted that the requirement for election is erroneous and 
should be withdrawn. 
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